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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the 
obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each 
claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order 
for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(c) and potential 35 
U.S.C. 1 02(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on April 
20, 2009, has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1 , 33, 35, 37, 41-43, and 47 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: 
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In claim 1 , line 2, to avoid confusion, "system comprising where the facility is 
operating to produce a product:" should be —system ,where the facility is operating 
to produce a product, the method comprising:—. 

In claim 1 , lines 7-8, to avoid problems of antecedent basis, "a possible product" 
should be —a product—. 

In claim 33, line 2, to avoid confusion, "system comprising where the facility is 
operating to produce a product:" should be —system, where the facility is operating 
to produce a product, the method comprising:—. 

In claim 35, line 1 , to conform with independent claim 33, "The computer system 
for monitoring" should be —The method for monitoring—. 

In claim 37, line 1 , to conform with independent claim 33, "The computer system 
for monitoring" should be —The method for monitoring—. 

In claim 41 , line 1 , to conform with independent claim 33, "The computer system 
for monitoring" should be —The method for monitoring—. 

In claim 42, line 1 , to conform with independent claim 33, "The computer system 
for monitoring" should be —The method for monitoring—. 

In claim 43, line 1 , to conform with independent claim 33, "The computer system 
for monitoring" should be —The method for monitoring—. 

In claim 47, line 1 , to conform with independent claim 33, "The computer system 
for monitoring" should be —The method for monitoring—. 

Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1, 7, 8, 10, 12, 19-25, 31, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 is considered to be vague and indefinite because lines 18-19 recite, 
"displaying the correlating data on a workstation communicable with the computer 
system". Claim 1 , however, does not define any data as "correlating data". Claim 1 
does present "at least partially correlating the inputted product quality control 
measurement data regarding a product defect to the information relating to the at 
least one part defect and the information relating to the at least one field, where said 
at least partially correlating assists in locating a part defect causing said product 
defect", however, it is unclear to one having ordinary skill in the art whether "the 
inputted product quality control measurement data", "the information relating to the 
at least one part defect", "the information relating to the at least one field", or some 
other quantity is considered to be "the correlating data". 

Claims 7, 8, 10, 12, 19-25, 31, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, because they incorporate the lack of clarity present in parent claim 1 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
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obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1, 7, 8, 10, 12, 19-25, 32, 33, 35, 37, 41-43, and 47, as may best be 
understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over in view 
of U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0146834 to Stevens et al. in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,691 ,064 to Vroman. 

With respect to claim 1 , Stevens discloses a method for monitoring facility data 
utilizing a computer system (0070, lines 1-14 and 0078, lines 1-11) comprising 
where the facility is operating to produce a product (0003, lines 1-4): automatically 
inputting product quality control measurement data regarding a product defect from 
a plurality of measurement devices (0070, lines 1-14, 0090, lines 1-4 and 0097, lines 
1-10), and at least partially correlating the inputted product quality control 
measurement data regarding a possible product defect to information relating to at 
least one part defect (0095, lines 1-16), where said at least partially correlating 
assists in locating a part defect causing said product defect (0095, lines 1-16); 
wherein inputting product quality control measurement data includes inputting 
measurement data related to items selected from the group consisting of bone 
types, zero tolerance items, reprocessed zero tolerance items, salvaged zero 
tolerance items, fecal contamination locations, sanitation standard operating 
procedures (SSOP) ratings and work-in- progress temperatures (i.e. work-in- 
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progress temperatures) (0095, lines 1-16 and 0097, lines 1-10); and displaying the 
correlating data on a workstation communicable with the computer system (0015, 
lines 1-17, 0036, lines 1-8, 0079, lines 1-4, and 0060, lines 1-6). 

As noted above, the invention of Stevens teaches many of the features of the 
claimed invention and while the invention of Stevens does teach determining an 
alarm condition pertaining to at least one part defect and, in response, determining 
an appropriate corrective action to manually or automatically correct the at least one 
part defect (Stevens; 0095, lines 1-1 6) and while one having ordinary skill in the art 
would clearly recognize that in order to determine such an appropriate corrective 
action for at least one part defect, information relating to the at least one part defect 
must first be input into the system, Stevens is not explicit in such a teaching. 

Vroman teaches a method and system for identifying repeatedly malfunctioning 
equipment (column 1 , lines 13-21) comprising means for presenting to a user an 
appropriate corrective action to correct a part defect (column 13, lines 16-32) by first 
obtaining and generating repair determination information by inputting information 
relating to at least one part defect from at least one input device into a computer 
system (column 5, lines 48-52, column 6, lines 4-19, column 7, lines 51-57, and 
column 8, lines 15-27) and inputting information relating to at least one field from the 
at least one input device into the computer system (column 8, lines 35-41 and 
Figures 11-12), wherein the information relating to the at least one part includes at 
least one part type and at least one specific part (column 5, lines 48-52, column 6, 
lines 4-19, column 7, lines 51-57, and column 8, lines 15-27) and the information 



Application/Control Number: 10/708,146 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2857 

relating to the at least one field includes at least one field type and at least one 
specific field (column 8, lines 35-41 and Figures 11-12). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
invention of Stevens to explicitly indicate that information relating to the at least one 
part defect is input into the system, as taught by Vroman, because one having 
ordinary skill in the art would recognize that in order for the system of Stevens to 
determine an alarm condition pertaining to at least one part defect and, in response, 
determining an appropriate corrective action to manually or automatically correct the 
at least one part defect, such information must first be input into the system and 
further, Vroman suggests that by creating prior repair actions the combination would 
have improved the system of Stevens by providing a user with quick, efficient, 
accurate, and thorough correction procedures for correcting the defect of Stevens 
(column 5, lines 48-52 and column 6, lines 9-19). 

As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 7, Stevens discloses wherein 
the inputting the product quality control measurement data from a plurality of 
measurement devices includes inputting at least one type of unit of measurement 
(0044, lines 1-14, 0095, lines 1-16 and 0097, lines 1-10). 

As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 8, Stevens discloses wherein 
the at least one type of unit of measurement is selected from the group consisting of 
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weight, count, temperature, percentage, string data, date, time, proportion, 
measurement, speed, pressure and length of time (i.e. temperature) (0044, lines 1- 
14, 0095, lines 1-16 and 0097, lines 1-10). 

As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 10, Stevens discloses wherein 
the inputting the product quality control measurement data from a plurality of 
measurement devices includes inputting at least one type of test (0038, lines 1-3, 
0074, lines 5-7, 0078, lines 1-11, and 0095, lines 1-16). 

As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 12, Stevens discloses wherein 
the at least one type of test is selected from the group consisting of a temperature of 
a product at a particular point in processing, inspection for fecal contamination, 
weight of the product, percentage of trisodium phosphate solution, verification of 
critical limits, pre-shipment verification of product quality, thermometer calibration 
with comparison against NST certified standard weight and visual inspections 
regarding sanitation (i.e. a temperature of a product at a particular point in 
processing) (0038, lines 1 -3, 0074, lines 5-7, 0078, lines 1-11, and 0095, lines 1 -1 6). 

As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 19, Stevens discloses further 
comprising evaluating the inputted product quality control measurement data from a 
plurality of measurement devices with the computer system in accordance with at 
least one predetermined test (0038, lines 1-3, 0074, lines 5-7, 0078, lines 1-11, and 
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0095, lines 1-16) and providing a notification when the at least one predetermined 
test fails (0043, lines 6-15, 0078, lines 1-11, and 0095, lines 1-16). 

As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 20, Stevens discloses further 
comprising evaluating the inputted product quality control measurement data from a 
plurality of measurement devices with the computer system in accordance with at 
least one predetermined test (0038, lines 1-3, 0074, lines 5-7, 0078, lines 1-11, and 
0095, lines 1 -1 6) and providing an assignable cause when the at least one 
predetermined test fails (0043, lines 6-15, 0078, lines 1-11, and 0095, lines 1-16). 

As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 21 , Stevens discloses further 
comprising evaluating the inputted product quality control measurement data from a 
plurality of measurement devices with the computer system in accordance with at 
least one predetermined test (0038, lines 1-3, 0074, lines 5-7, 0078, lines 1-11, and 
0095, lines 1-16) and providing a recommended remedial action when the at least 
one predetermined test fails (0043, lines 6-15, 0078, lines 1-11, and 0095, lines 1- 
16). 

As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 22, Stevens discloses wherein 
the at least one predetermined test includes aspects selected from the group 
consisting of at least one predetermined target, a selection of a predetermined 
number of decimals from a predetermined target, an indication of whether there is 
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zero tolerance regarding the predetermined target, a selection of an upper alert limit 
for the predetermined target, a selection of a lower alert limit for the predetermined 
target, a selection of an upper alarm limit for the predetermined target, a selection of 
a lower alarm limit for the predetermined target, a selection of an upper guard limit 
for the predetermined target, a selection of an lower guard limit for the 
predetermined target, a selectable maximum percentage of an upper limit, a 
selectable value for a maximum upper limit, an input for an alarm string, a corrective 
action procedure for the at least one predetermined test, an activation date for the at 
least one predetermined test, an activation time for the at least one predetermined 
test, a deactivation date for the at least one predetermined test and a deactivation 
time for the at least one predetermined test (i.e. selection of an upper/lower alert 
limit for the predetermined target) (0038, lines 1-3, 0074, lines 5-7, 0078, lines 1-11, 
and 0095, lines 1-16). 

As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 23, Stevens discloses further 
comprising generating reports with the computer system (0048, lines 1-9, 0061, lines 
1-11, and 0078, line 1 to 0079, line 4). 

As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 24, Stevens discloses wherein 
the generating reports with the computer system includes reports selected from the 
group consisting of at least one calibration report, at least one alert report, at least 
one alarm report, at least one corrective action report, at least one data edit report, 
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at least one data verification report, at least one hold tag report, at least one pre- 
shipment review report, at least one report log report, at least one root cause report 
and at least one workstation schedule report (i.e. at least one alarm report) (0048, 
lines 1 -9, 0061 , lines 1-11, and 0078, line 1 to 0079, line 4). 

As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 25, Stevens discloses further 
providing an electronic signature from at least one user for reports (i.e. user 
password for secure report) selected from the group of reports consisting of at least 
one alarm report, at least one data edit report, at least one data verification report, 
and at least one pre-shipment review report (i.e. at least one alarm report) (0048, 
lines 1 -9, 0061 , lines 1-11, and 0078, line 1 to 0079, line 4). 

As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 32, Stevens discloses wherein 
selective aspects of the computer system can be selectively blocked from view for a 
user depending on a predetermined security role determined for that user (i.e. 
selectively block user access on a need to know basis) (0048, lines 1-9, 0061 , lines 
1-11, 0063, lines 1 -1 8, and 0078, line 1 to 0079, line 4). 

With respect to claim 33, Stevens discloses a method for monitoring facility data 
utilizing a computer system (0070, lines 1-14 and 0078, lines 1-11) comprising 
where the facility is operating to produce a product (0003, lines 1-4): automatically 
inputting product quality control measurement data regarding a product defect from 
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a plurality of measurement devices (0070, lines 1-14, 0090, lines 1-4 and 0097, lines 
1-10); wherein inputting product quality control measurement data includes inputting 
measurement data related to items selected from the group consisting of bone 
types, zero tolerance items, reprocessed zero tolerance items, salvaged zero 
tolerance items, fecal contamination locations, sanitation standard operating 
procedures (SSOP) ratings and work-in- progress temperatures (i.e. work-in- 
progress temperatures) (0095, lines 1-16 and 0097, lines 1-10); viewing the product 
quality control measurement data utilizing at least one workstation (0015, lines 1-17, 
0036, lines 1-8, 0079, lines 1-4, and 0060, lines 1-6); evaluating inputted product 
quality control measurement data regarding a possible product defect from a 
plurality of measurement devices with the computer system in accordance with at 
least one predetermined test (0038, lines 1-3, 0074, lines 5-7, 0078, lines 1-11, and 
0095, lines 1-16) and providing a notification when the at least one predetermined 
test fails (0043, lines 6-15, 0078, lines 1-11, and 0095, lines 1-16); and at least 
partially correlating the inputted product quality control measurement data regarding 
said product defect to information relating to at least one part defect (0095, lines 1- 
16), where said at least partially correlating assists in locating a possible part defect 
causing said product defect (0095, lines 1-16). 

As noted above, the invention of Stevens teaches many of the features of the 
claimed invention and while the invention of Stevens does teach determining an 
alarm condition pertaining to at least one part defect and, in response, determining 
an appropriate corrective action to manually or automatically correct the at least one 
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part defect (Stevens; 0095, lines 1-16) and while one having ordinary skill in the art 
would clearly recognize that in order to determine such an appropriate corrective 
action for at least one part defect, information relating to the at least one part defect 
must first be input into the system, Stevens is not explicit in such a teaching. 

Vroman teaches a method and system for identifying repeatedly malfunctioning 
equipment (column 1, lines 13-21) comprising means for presenting to a user an 
appropriate corrective action to correct a part defect (column 13, lines 16-32) by first 
obtaining and generating repair determination information by inputting information 
relating to at least one part defect from at least one input device into a computer 
system (column 5, lines 48-52, column 6, lines 4-19, column 7, lines 51-57, and 
column 8, lines 15-27) and inputting information relating to at least one field from the 
at least one input device into the computer system (column 8, lines 35-41 and 
Figures 11-12), wherein the information relating to the at least one part includes at 
least one part type and at least one specific part (column 5, lines 48-52, column 6, 
lines 4-19, column 7, lines 51-57, and column 8, lines 15-27) and the information 
relating to the at least one field includes at least one field type and at least one 
specific field (column 8, lines 35-41 and Figures 11-12). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
invention of Stevens to explicitly indicate that information relating to the at least one 
part defect is input into the system, as taught by Vroman, because one having 
ordinary skill in the art would recognize that in order for the system of Stevens to 
determine an alarm condition pertaining to at least one part defect and, in response, 
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determining an appropriate corrective action to manually or automatically correct the 
at least one part defect, such information must first be input into the system and 
further, Vroman suggests that by creating prior repair actions the combination would 
have improved the system of Stevens by providing a user with quick, efficient, 
accurate, and thorough correction procedures for correcting the defect of Stevens 
(column 5, lines 48-52 and column 6, lines 9-19). 

As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 35, Stevens discloses wherein 
the product quality control measurement data regarding a possible product defect 
includes a specific product type (0044, lines 1-14, 0095, lines 1-16 and 0097, lines 
1-10). 

As noted above, the invention of Stevens teaches many of the features of the 
claimed invention and while the invention of Stevens does teach determining an 
alarm condition pertaining to at least one part defect and, in response, determining 
an appropriate corrective action to manually or automatically correct the at least one 
part defect (Stevens; 0095, lines 1-16) and while one having ordinary skill in the art 
would clearly recognize that in order to determine such an appropriate corrective 
action for at least one part defect, information relating to the at least one part defect 
must first be input into the system, Stevens is not explicit in such a teaching. 

Vroman teaches a method and system for identifying repeatedly malfunctioning 
equipment (column 1, lines 13-21) comprising means for presenting to a user an 
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appropriate corrective action to correct a part defect (column 13, lines 16-32) by first 
obtaining and generating repair determination information by inputting information 
relating to at least one part defect from at least one input device into a computer 
system (column 5, lines 48-52, column 6, lines 4-19, column 7, lines 51-57, and 
column 8, lines 15-27) and inputting information relating to at least one field from the 
at least one input device into the computer system (column 8, lines 35-41 and 
Figures 11-12), wherein the information relating to the at least one part includes at 
least one part type and at least one specific part (column 5, lines 48-52, column 6, 
lines 4-19, column 7, lines 51-57, and column 8, lines 15-27) and the information 
relating to the at least one field includes at least one field type and at least one 
specific field (column 8, lines 35-41 and Figures 11-12). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
invention of Stevens to explicitly indicate that information relating to the at least one 
part defect is input into the system, as taught by Vroman, because one having 
ordinary skill in the art would recognize that in order for the system of Stevens to 
determine an alarm condition pertaining to at least one part defect and, in response, 
determining an appropriate corrective action to manually or automatically correct the 
at least one part defect, such information must first be input into the system and 
further, Vroman suggests that by creating prior repair actions the combination would 
have improved the system of Stevens by providing a user with quick, efficient, 
accurate, and thorough correction procedures for correcting the defect of Stevens 
(column 5, lines 48-52 and column 6, lines 9-19). 
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As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 37, Stevens discloses wherein 
the inputted product quality control measurement data regarding a possible product 
defect that is at least partially correlated to the information relating to the at least one 
part includes information selected from the group consisting of at least one type of 
unit of measurement, at least one specific unit of measurement, at least one type of 
test, at least one specific test, at least one type of measurement device, at least one 
manufacturer of a measurement device, at least one model of measurement device 
and at least one specific measurement device (i.e. at least one type of unit of 
measurement - 0044, lines 1-14, 0095, lines 1-16 and 0097, lines 1-10; at least one 
type of test - 0038, lines 1 -3, 0074, lines 5-7, 0078, lines 1-11, and 0095, lines 1 -1 6). 

As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 41 , Stevens discloses wherein 
the inputted product quality control measurement data regarding a possible product 
defect is evaluated with the computer system with at least one predetermined test 
(0038, lines 1-3, 0074, lines 5-7, 0078, lines 1-11, and 0095, lines 1-16) and a 
notification is provided if the at least one predetermined test fails (0043, lines 6-15, 
0078, lines 1-11, and 0095, lines 1-16). 

As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 42, Stevens discloses wherein 
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the computer system generates at least one report (0048, lines 1 -9, 0061 , lines 1-11, 
and 0078, line 1 to 0079, line 4). 

As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 43, Stevens discloses wherein 
the at least one report is selected from the group consisting of at least one 
calibration report, at least one alert report, at least one alarm report, at least one 
corrective action report, at least one data edit report, at least one data verification 
report, at least one hold tag report, at least one pre-shipment review report, at least 
one report log report, at least one root cause report and at least one workstation 
schedule report (i.e. at least one alarm report) (0048, lines 1 -9, 0061 , lines 1-11, and 
0078, line 1 to 0079, line 4). 

As noted above, the combination of Stevens and Vroman teaches the claimed 
invention as above, and further, with respect to claim 47, Stevens discloses wherein 
the computer system generates a response from the group consisting of a 
recommended remedial action and an assignable cause (0043, lines 6-15, 0078, 
lines 1-11, and 0095, lines 1-16). 

8. Claim 31, as may best be understood, is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Stevens et al. in view of Vroman and further in view of U.S. 
Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0120446 to Xie et al. 

As noted above, the invention of Stevens and Vroman teaches many of the 
features of the claimed invention and while the invention of Stevens and Vroman 
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does teach monitoring the operations of a facility utilizing inputted product quality 
control measurement data, the combination does not specify generating a statistical 
process control chart. 

Xie teaches a net system and method for quality control comprising means for 
measuring data and generating measurement information and a management 
module for performing statistical chart analysis to generate a plurality of reports 
(0007, lines 1-25), wherein the statistic charts include a statistical process control 
chart (0028, lines 1-5). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
invention of Stevens and Vroman to specify generating a statistical process control 
chart, as taught by Xie, because, as suggested by Xie, the combination would have 
reduced the possibility of human error and improved the efficiency of quality control 
by providing automatic and detailed quality information in the common form of 
statistical process control analysis charts (0002, lines 3-7, 0005, lines 1-6 and 0007, 
lines 22-25). 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 7, 8, 1 0, 1 2, 1 9-25, 31 -33, 35, 37, 
41-43, and 47 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 



Conclusion 
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10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
Applicant's disclosure: 

U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0177048 to Jacobson teaches a 
monitoring system and process for the food service industry. 

U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0035439 to Takeda et al. discloses 
a food safety administration system. 

U.S. Patent No. 7,026,929 to Wallace teaches a food information monitoring 
system. 

U.S. Patent No. 6,294,765 to Brenn teaches a zero defect management system 
for restaurant equipment and environment equipment. 

U.S. Patent No. 5,939,974 to Heagle et al. teaches a system for monitoring food 
service requirements for compliance at a food service establishment. 

U.S. Patent No. 6,044,154 to Kelly teaches a remote generated device identifier 
key for use with a duel-key reflexive encryption security system comprising a 
security system for generating access to a host computer in response to a demand 
from a remote workstation (column 3, lines 45-47) wherein the remote workstation 
includes at least one serial number for a specific workstation (column 6, lines 35-38) 
and the user is identified by inputting a user id and personal identification number to 
create an electronic signature (column 6, lines 56-67) wherein selective aspects of 
the computer system can be selectively blocked from view for a user depending on a 
predetermined security role determined for that user (column 8, lines 26-46). 
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U.S. Patent No. 5,473,950 to Peterson teaches a process plant sample collection 
method including a means for sampling a product being processed to enable testing 
for pre-shipment verification of product quality (column 1 , lines 39-54). 

U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0236979 to Himmel et al. teaches 
group security objects and concurrent multi-user security objection comprising a 
client remotely connected over a network (0046, lines 1-7) for receiving a first user id 
and password (0049, lines 1-12 and 0053) and further identifying the identity of the 
at least one second user by inputting a user id and password (0108, lines 1-19) to 
verify that the first user has proper authorization for access to the protected data 
(0009, lines 1 -1 5 and 01 09, lines 1-11). 

U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0004656 to Bjornson discloses a 
method for monitoring facility data (abstract) utilizing a computer system (0054, lines 
1-2) comprising inputting information relating to at least one part from at least one 
input device into the computer system (0095, lines 1-5 and Figure 1 1A-F), inputting 
information relating to at least one field from the at least one input device into the 
computer system (0070, lines 1-5 and Figure 4B), and automatically (0100, lines 16- 
18, 0101, lines 1-12 and 0116, lines 33-37) inputting product quality control 
measurement data regarding a possible product defect from a plurality of 
measurement devices (01 00, lines 9-1 8 and 01 1 6, lines 1 0-1 4), and at least partially 
correlating the inputted product quality control measurement data regarding a 
possible product defect to the information relating to the at least one part and the 
information related to the at least one field (0095, lines 1-5, 0100, line 1 to 0101, line 
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8, and Figures 11A-F, 12A-J, 13C, and 13G) wherein said at least partially 
correlating assists in locating a possible (i.e. most likely) part defect (0077, lines 1- 
12, 0080, lines 1-17, and 0101 , lines 1-12) and displaying the correlating data on a 
workstation communicable with the computer system (0100, lines 1-17, 0111, lines 
1-16, and Figures 12A-J, 13C, and 13G). 

U.S. Patent No. 6,061 ,640 to Tanaka et al. teaches a method of and apparatus 
for extracting abnormal factors in a processing operation including means for 
receiving product quality control measurement data regarding a possible defect of a 
product being produced by the process (column 1 , lines 46-52, column 2, line 65 to 
column 3, line 5 and column 3, lines 24-29), including a specific product type 
(column 3, lines 30-35), and correlating the product quality control measurement 
data with information relating to at least one part in order to determine the part 
causing the possible product defect (column 3, lines 19-24 and 30-35). 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JEFFREY R. WEST whose telephone number is 
(571)272-2226. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 
8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eliseo Ramos-Feliciano can be reached on (571)272-7925. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571- 
272-1000. 

/Jeffrey R. West/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2857 
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